perhaps, have a particular motive for taking a critical approach to media: so much of the media appearing in Canada comes from the economic colossus to its south, the United States.
As acting book review editor of Interface, I prefer to review books that I can heartily recommend.
Most of us are so busy that reading even one book a month can be a challenge. This is not such a book, yet from a particular critical perspective it is nonetheless a potentially useful one. If you are yourself suspicious of the passion for computers and the Internet, or want to understand a more critical scholarly perspective, then this is the book for you. It is practically a pastiche of critical scholarship. Many pages consist largely of references or quotations strung together to suit the author's purposes. Any reader quickly will become familiar with the work of all the major Rose seems to envision an audience that is simultaneously able to navigate the perilous waters of post-modernist (Cultural Studies) vocabulary and analysis, but at the same time, is made up of rather uncritical users of computers. She continually draws a distinction between "Users", who are a culturally conceived and constructed identity, all of those of us who despite our staggering differences are reduced to being an "amorphous being without gender, form, place, time, knowledge, voice, or power" while the "user" is an actually "embodied individual". (p.7) Her plea, surprisingly anticlimactic after chapter after chapter of harsh criticism of an entire culture hell-bent on creating us as "Users" is that we become more thoughtful "users". (p. 174)
But to move from User to user we need to be able to follow prose such as this:
"Indeed, one of the reasons that I undertook this study in the first place is because I regard the homogenizing tendency of software user documentation, and other artifacts of computer culture not only as dehumanizing but also as depoliticizing in that it removes from the realm of debate the relationships of power inherent in very different subject positions." (p. 13)
Professor Rose also continually adopts heavily loaded prose that ultimately has the effect of antagonizing the skeptical reader rather than persuading. At page 2-3, for example, one notices that in introducing the positions of advocates of the computer she uses terms such as "spin", "prefer to regard", "proclaims", "asserts", and "peppers", while the critical souls whom she 
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